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Religious Liberty Association 
DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES 


1. We believe in God, in the Bible as the word of God, and in the separation 
of church and state as taught by Jesus Christ. 


2. We believe that the ten commandments are the law of God, and that they 
comprehend man’s whole duty to God and man. 


3. We believe that the religion of Jesus Christ is founded in the law of love 
= — and needs no human power to support or enforce it. Love cannot be 
orced. 


_ 4. We believe in civil! government as divinely ordained to protect men in the 
enjoyment of their natural rights and to rule in civil things, and that in this realm 
it is entitled to the respectful obedience of all. 


5. We believe it is the right, and should be the privilege, of every individual to 
worship or not to worship, according to the dictates of his own conscience, provided 
that in the exercise of this right he respects the equal rights of others. 


6. We believe that all religious legislation tends to unite church and state, is 
subversive of human rights, persecuting in character, and opposed to the best inter- 
ests of both church and state. 


7. We believe, therefore, that it is not within the province of civil government 
to legislate on religious questions. 


8. We believe it to be,our duty to use every lawful and honorable means to pre- 
vent religious legislation, and oppose all movements tending to unite church and 
state, that all may enjoy the inestimable blessings of civil and religious liberty. 


g. We believe in the inalienable and constitutional right of free speech, free 
press, peaceable assembly, and petition. 


10. We also believe in temperance, and regard the liquor traffic as a curse to 
society. 

For further information regarding the principles of this association, address the 
Religious Liberty Association, Takoma Park, Washington, D. C. (secretary, C. S 
Longacre), or any of the affiliated organizations given below: 


AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS 


Atlantic Religious Liberty Association (affil- North Pacific Religious Liberty Association (af- 
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cut, and Rhode Island): Office, South Lancaster, Thurston, Box 598, Walla Walla, Wash. 


Mass.; secretary, E. K. Slade. 

Pacific Religious Liberty Association (affiliated 
organizations in California, Nevada, Utah, and 
Arizona): Secretary, W. F. Martin, 421 North 
Isabel St., Glendale, Calif. 


Eastern Canadian Religious Liberty Association 
(affiliated organizations in New Brunswick, 
Nova Scotia, Quebec, Ontairo, and Newfound- 


a Oshawa, Ontario; secretary, C. F. Southeastern Religious Liberty Association (af- 

nary enaeene filiated organizations in Florida, Georgia, North 

Carolina, and South Carolina): Office, 202-216 

Central States Religious Liberty Association First National Bank Bldg., Chattanooga, Tenn.; 
secretary, W. fF Heckman. 


(affiliated organizations in Kansas, Nebraska, 
Missouri, Colorado, and Wyoming): Office, 303 
W. Seventh St., College View, Nebr.; secretary, 
Ss. E. Wight. 


Southern Religious Liberty Association (affil- 
iated organizations in Alabama, Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, Louisiana, Mississippi): Office, 2001 24th 
Ave. N., Nashville, Tenn.; secretary, O. F. 





Columbia Religious Liberty Association (affil- Frank. 
iated organizations in Pennsylvania, Ohio, New 
y, Virginia, West Virginia, Delaware, and Southwestern Religious Liberty Association 
N land): Office, 507 Flower <Ave., Takoma (affiliated organizations in Arkansas, Oklahoma, 
Park, D. C; secretary, B. G. Wilkinson, Texas, and New Mexico): Office, 518-519 Ter- 


minal Bldg., Oklahoma City, Okla.; secretary, 
M. B. Van Kirk. 
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“Proclaim liberty throughout all:the land unto all the inhabitants thereof.” Leviticus 25: 10. 
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R. E. CLARK 


THE UNITED STATES CAPITOL, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The dome of the Capitol is here shown reflected from a rain-flooded street. This is a pleas- 
ing and peaceful scene just outside the halls of Congress, at present the storm-center of the Blue 
Sunday law crusade for the District of Columbia, designed to make our nation, already “* Christian” 
by obiter dictum, even more “ Christian” by act of Congress. 
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A New Sunday Bill for the 


ANUARY 8, 1926, 
the following Sun- 
day bill was intro- 


dueed in the House by 
William C. Lankford of 


Georgia, and was referred 
to the Committee on the 


District of Columbia: 

“ Be it enacted by the Sen- 
ate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of 
America in Congress assem- 
bled, That Sunday being rec 
ognized by the Constitution of the United States 
as the day of rest of the President, and im- 
pliedly of the whole people, and being by gen- 
eral consent set apart for rest and religious uses 
as a civil institution older than any established 
government, this Act prohibits the doing on 
that day of certain acts hereinafter specified 
which are serious interruptions of the repose 
and religious liberty of the community, in order 
to protect the right of every person to one day 
of rest in every seven and in order to preserve 
the day free from unnecessary labor and busi- 
ness, for all who wish the opportunity publicly 
to worship God according to the dictates of 
their own conscience. 

* “Bee. 2. It shall be unlawful in the District 
of Columbia for any person to labor or for any 
person, firm, corporation, or any of their agents, 
directors, or officers to employ any person to 
labor or pursue any trade or secular business 
on thee Lord’s day, commonly called Sunday, 
works of necessity and charity always excepted. 

“See. 3. In works of necessity and charity is 
included whatever is needful during the day for 
the good order, health, or comfort of the com- 
munity, provided the right to weekly rest and 
Worship is not thereby denied. The labor herein 
forbidden on Sunday is servile, employed on 





District of 


Columbia 


An Editorial 


publie work, not such personal 
work as does not interrupt or 
disturb the repose and reli 
gious liberty of the commu- 
nity. The following shall be 
legal on Sunday: Labor and 
business in the connection with 
the preparation and sale of 
daily newspapers, or motor oil 
and gasoline, and in restan- 
rants and cafeterias, where 
meals may be sold to be eaten 
on the premises, and in drug 
stores for the sale of medi- 
eines, surgical articles and 
supplies for the sick, and food and beverages, 
but not for articles of merchandise forbidden on 
Sunday for other stores and merchants; labor 
and business in connection with public lighting, 
water and heating plants, and for the main- 
tenance of street cars and railroad trains. 

“Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful in the 
District of Columbia to keep open or use any 
dancing saloon, theater (whether for motion 
pictures, plays spoken or silent, opera, vaude- 
ville, or entertainment), bowling alley, or any 
place of public assembly at which an admission 
fee is directly or indirectly received, or to en- 
gage in commercialized sports or amusements 
on the Lord’s Day, commonly called Sunday. 

“ See. 5. It shall be unlawful in the District 
of Columbia for any person, firm, corporation, 
or any of their agents, directors, or officers to 
require or permit any employee or employees 
engaged in works of necessity, excepting house- 
hold or hotel service, to work on the Lord’s day, 
commonly called Sunday, unless within the next 
six succeeding days during a period of twenty- 
four consecutive hours such employer shall 
neither require nor permit such employee or 
employees to work in his or its employ. 

“Sec. 6. Any person who shall violate any of 
the provisions of this Act shall, on conviction 
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thereof, be punished by a fine of not less than 
$5 nor more than $50 for the first offense, and 
for each subsequent offense by a fine of not 
less than $25 nor more than $500 and by im- 
prisonment in the jail of the District of Co- 
lumbia for a period of not more than six months. 


“Sec. 7. All prose- 
eutions for the viola- 
tion of this Act shall 
be in the police court 
of the District of 
Columbia. 

“See. 8. This Act 
shall become effective 
on the sixtieth day 
after its enactment.” 


The advocates of 
compulsory Sun- 
day legislation 
have always made 
the most of the 
words in_ the 
national Constitu- 
tion, “Sunday ex- 
cepted ”—more 
than was ever 
intended by the 
framers of that 
instrument. The 
time allowed the 
President for sign- 
ing a bill had to 
be definitely stated, 
in order to avoid 
serious complica- 


tions. One Sunday must necessarily oc- 
cur within any ten consecutive days, and 
there may easily be two Sundays; hence, 
to avoid any misunderstanding or ques- 
tion, the words “Sunday excepted ” 


were introduced. 


But there is a wide difference between 
such a provision and a law compelling 
the President, or any one else, to observe 
Nearly a century ago commit- 
tees of the Senate and the House, in 
considering petitions for the abolition of 
Sunday mails, took the position that 
Congress had no power to decide any 
religious question, or to say which, if 
any, day of the week was holy time. 
It has been the practice of both houses 
of Congress not to transact business on 
Sunday, and to quite an extent, the pol- 


Sunday. 
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choice. 
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Hon. W. C. Lankford, Member of Congress 
From Georgia, Who Introduced the 
New Sunday Bill 


“certain acts 





icy of the Government has been to giye 
Government employees opportunity to 
observe the weekly day of rest of their 
This is right, eternally right; 
but it is a very different thing from 


compelling some to 
observe a day in 
which they have 
no faith, simply 
because others be. 
lieve in it. 

A number of 
States have laws 
against compelling 
any person to an- 
swer a civil suit 
on a day which 
he esteems sacred. 
The constitution of 
Tennessee provides 
that “no person 
shall in time of 
peace be required 
to perform any 
service to the pub- 
lic on any day set 
apart by his re- 
ligion as a day of 
rest.” This, too, 
is right, but it is 
not right to compel 
A to rest simply 
because B_ wishes 


to rest and worship. B may properly be 
protected in his right to worship, but 
not to the extent of compelling others 
to unite with him in that worship. 
The language of the bill prohibiting 
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which are serious in- 


terruptions of the repose and religious 
liberty of the community,” looks not so 
much to the protection of persons as to 
the protection of an institution, namely, 
Sunday as a holy day. 

We have no fault to find with any law, 
the real purpose of which is to guarantee 
to those who desire it a weekly day of 
rest and an opportunity to join with 
others like-minded in worship. 
do object to any measure which is de- 
signed to compel B to rest simply be- 
eause A wishes to worship, a measure 


But we 
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designed not only to protect A from 
physieal annoyances, such as disturbing 
noises, but to free him also from the 
annoyance of the knowledge that while 

prays another man plays, or that 
while he worships, B perchance trims his 
hedge or hoes in his garden, or even sells 
over his counter articles other than those 
specified in this bill as being lawful to 
sell on Sunday. 

The time was, a hundred and fifty 
years ago in Virginia, when Baptists 
were arrested, fined, and even impris- 
med for disturbing the public peace, 
when the fact was that they had merely 
held a baptismal service at which there 
was some unseemly disturbance, occa- 
sioned altogether by the disorderly con- 
duct of those who did not believe in im- 
mersion, and whose feelings were hurt 
by the fact that the public teaching and 
practices of the Baptists were, per se, 
a denial of the teaching and practice 
of the legally established church. 

The same is true today in regard to 
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the legalized Sunday. It is not a matter 
of preserving the religious liberty of 
those who want to keep Sunday, but of 
giving them such a monopoly of that 
day as to silence all protest and to make 
it appear, so far as the Government is 
concerned, that there is universal assent 
to the claims made in behalf of the day. 
This was the original idea of Sunday 
laws, and is still the real motive back of 
compulsory Sunday legislation. 

This view is amply sustained by the 
courts : In the Jeandelle’s Case, it was held 
that “the day is clothed with peculiar 
sanctity.” In the ease of Moore v. Ha- 
gan, 2 Div. 437 (1866), it was the court 
that said of two Kentucky statutes, “ one 
applied exclusively to Sunday as sacred, 
and the other to holidays as secular.” 
As far back as 1848, in the Iowa case of 
Davis v. Fish (1 Green, 406) it was said 
that Sunday “is sacred, set apart for 
rest by the voice of wisdom, experience, 
and necessity.” Imposing a_ penalty 

(Continued on page 62) 











A Suggestive Cartoon 


The accompanying carloon, copied 
from the Washington (D. C.) Herald, 
is very suggestive, both of the spirit and 
the origin of the proposed District Sun- 
day law. It is not of local origin, but 
is born of the spirit of the 17th cen- 
tury Puritanism. Its purpose is to pad- 
lock on Sunday almost everything in 
the District of Columbia that might 
prove a counter-attraction to the several 
churches. The people of the District 
of Columbia have no voice in the man- 
agement of their own affairs, but we 
believe that local public opinion is un- 
questionably against the proposed Sun- 
day legislation. A drive is on from 
pithoul, to force upon the people of 
Washington a religious law which they 
do not want and do not need. The 
wastebasket is the proper place for it. 
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Various Opinions on Sunday Laws 


D. C., in its issue of January 31. 

stated that on the previous eve- 
ning, “the Anacostia Citizens’ Associa- 
tion, representing nearly five hundred 
residents of that section, went on record, 
at a meeting in the Masonic Temple, as 
favoring [a] stringent blue law for the 
District of Columbia.” 


Just how stringent those present 
wanted the blue law for the District to 
be, does not appear, but a study of the 
whole subject makes it clear that there 
is a wide difference of opinion, even 
among the advocates of Sunday laws, as 
to the degree of legal stringency to be 
desired. 


Bishop Manning’s Opinion 


As reported in the Literary Digest of 
January 23, Rev. W. T. Manning, Epis- 
copal Bishop of New York, is of the 
opinion that there is “nothing inher- 
ently wrong with sport and recreation 
being indulged in on the Lord’s day, but 


; 2 HE Evening Star, of Washington, 


under proper circumstances and with - 


moderation. They have just as impor- 
tant a place in our lives as our prayers.” 


“That many laymen agree with this 
view,” comments the Literary Digest 
(January 30), “is attested by the well- 
known fact that they go from church 
service to the links or the courts, for a 
spin in the open country, or for a hike 
in the woods. It is also a matter of 
common observation that in many parts 
of the country Sunday afternoons are 
devoted to tennis matches and baseball 
games, and that the players go unre- 
proved of their pastors.” 


Shocking and Blasphemous 


The Digest remarks, however, that “ to 
those who still stick to the Puritan no- 
tion of Sunday observance, Bishop Man- 
ning’s utterance is shocking ; nay, worse, 
it is blasphemy, the opening wedge for 
the continental Sunday in the United 
States.” 
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Among those who agree wholly or in 
part with Bishop Manning, the Literary 
Digest of January 30 names Dr. Albert 
C. Dieffenbach, Unitarian, editor of the 
Christian Register (Boston), who ealls 
attention to the fact that millions of toil. 
ers get their only weekly freedom and 
recreation on Sunday, and then expresses 
the opinion that “ if the church will tell 
them to play and build up their bodies, 

. . the people will, under proper in- 
structions, come to the sanctuary to pray 
and build up their souls. One good 
thing will lead to the other.” 


Opposed to the Continental Sunday 


Dr. W. L. Stidger, writer, and Method- 
ist pastor of Kansas City, is reported as 
saying: 

“ There is no more ethical, moral, or spiritual 
harm in @ poor man engaging in athletic sports 


@u.au..n. y. 
William Thomas Manning 
Bishop of the Protestant Episcopal Church 
of New York 
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m Sunday than there is in a rich man riding 
atin an automobile for pleasure.” 


Dr. Stidger is, however, said to be 
uch opposed to the establishment of 

scontinental Sunday and the commer- 
dalization of Sunday sports in this coun- 
ty. But more on that subject later. 
According to the Literary Digest, Dr. 
¥. Ashby Jones, pastor of the Ponce de 
leon Avenue Baptist Church, Atlanta, 
Ga, thinks that “ instead of sounding the 
iarm against the hurtful in pleasure,” 
the church should “enter eagerly and 
intelligently into making the play pro- 
gam for the people.” 

Opinion of the President’s Pastor 
Even Dr. Jason Noble Pierce, pastor of 
the Congregational church in Washing- 
in in which President Coolidge wor- 
ships, while not prepared to go all the 
way with Bishop Manning, is quoted as 
saying this: 

“The greatest problem, however, is not to 
ize good sports, but to popularize essen- 





vanes 0 EWING 
Jason Noble Pierce 
Pastor of the First Congregational Church, 
Washington, D, C 


tial religion. Too many people already are 
sport-mad, pleasure-bent, and God-forgetting. 
For them every holy day is a holiday. They are 
religious parasites; and if all were like them, 
civilization would turn to chaos for lack of 
character. Our united influence is needed, not 
to secularize Sunday, for the ungodly are at- 
tending to that, but rather to make the entire 
week more sacred. Religion has not kept pace 
with civilization. We have a surfeit of religious 
shirkers and a shortage of religious workers. 
Golf is not a substitute for prayer as a spiritual 
force, nor is baseball as effective as the church 
in manufacturing religious leadership. All have 
their proper places. We need more prayer, more 
Bible study, more Christian testimony, more 
real religion. In just so far as sports will help 
to supply these needs, they are of direct re- 
ligious benefit.” 


Catholic Opinion and Practice 


Of course Bishop Manning’s view 
meets the approval of Roman Catholics, 
as it accords with the practice of that 
church throughout its history; but Dr. 
John A. Ryan, professor of moral theol- 
ogy and industrial ethics at the Catholic 
University, Washington, D. C., thinks 
that the bishop “ goes too far’ when he 
puts sports on a par with prayer. The 
professor goes on to explain his position 
and the time-honored practice of the 
Catholic Church. The rule of the Mid- 
dle Ages, Dr. James J. Walsh tells us, 
“was mass and play. Afterward,” he 
continues, “they had nearly forty holy 
days of obligation in the year that were 
holidays after mass was over.” 


Liberal, but Opposes Commercialization 


Rev. Daniel A. Poling, president of the 
Society of Christian Endeavor and pro- 
hibition worker, is quoted as opposing 
the commercialization of Sunday sports, 
but as thinking that “a walk, a ride, a 
row, a swim — life in God’s good out-of- 
doors — may be altogether in harmony 
with the spirit of the One who said, ‘ The 
Sabbath was made for man.’ ” 


Opinion of a Philadelphia Pastor 


But not all are as liberal as those 
quoted thus far; the Ltterary Digest 
says: 

“Dr. Clarence Edward Macartney, pastor of 


the Arch Street Presbyterian church, Phila- 
delphia, professor at the Princeton Theological 
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Seminary, and writer on religious subjects, is 
filled with ‘amazement and sadness’ over Bishop 
Manning’s utterances. Dr. Macartney thinks 
that ‘ the Christian Sabbath is going fast enough 
in America without Christian bishops and min- 
isters aiding and abetting this deep wrong to 
our nation and to humanity.’ To him the dis- 
tinction drawn between quiet games such as 
tennis and golf, on the one hand, and commer- 
cialized sports on the other, is ‘false and banal. 
Reduced to practical working, it means that if 
you can afford to join a golf club or country 
elub, you can have all the sports you desire on 
Sunday. But =kile you play golf and tennis, 
your less well-to-do brother must be barred from 
the ball parks, where crowds congregate and 
men cheer,’ ” 


There is much truth in what Dr. Ma- 
cartney says. As we view the question, 
such sports as golf, baseball, and tennis 
have no place in a proper Sabbath pro- 
gram. They do not belong in the same 
class as quiet walks in the country, or 
even country automobile rides, at a speed 
that gives opportunity to observe the 
beauty of field and forest, and to think 
from nature up to nature’s God. 


The Fourth Commandment on Amateur 
Sports 

The distinction drawn by some be- 
tween private golf links, tennis courts, 
amateur baseball, engaged in merely for 
recreation, and the same or other 
games or sports commercialized, cer- 
tainly cannot hold when the question 
involved is that of the obligations of the 
divine Sabbath law. True Sabbath keep- 
ing is described and its rewards prom- 
ised as follows in Isaiah 58: 13, 14: 

“Tf thou turn away thy foot from the Sab- 
bath, from doing thy pleasure on My holy day; 
and call the Sabbath a delight, the holy of the 
Lord, honorable; and shalt honor Him, not do- 
ing thine own ways, nor finding thine own 
pleasure, nor speaking thine own words: then 
shalt thou delight thyself in the Lord; and I 
will cause thee to ride upon the high places of 
the earth, and feed thee with the heritage of 
Jacob thy father: for the mouth of the Lord 
hath spoken it.” . 


Sabbath Keeping a Spiritual Matter 
Surely there is no more place here for 
exciting amateur sports than for those 


same sports commercialized ; but neither 
are quiet walks in park or country, or 


LIBERTY 












correspondingly quiet automobile rj 
necessarily barred. But the faet dogs 
stand out most conspicuously that Sab. 
bath keeping is a spiritual matter, some 
thing quite beyond the power of giyi) 
rulers to enforce, and therefore some 
thing concerning which civil lawmakers 
should not attempt to legislate. 

As appears from the conflicting opin. 
ions published in the Literary Digest, 
there is a wide diversity of opinion upon 
the subject of proper Sunday obsery- 
ance, even among ministers of the gospel, 
Some of these are extremely liberal, 
while others would place a legal ban 
upon almost everything except church 
attendance and the discharge of house. 
hold duties. 


Opposed to Manning’s Program 


Dr. David G. Wylie, president of the 
Lord’s Day Alliance, expresses himself 
as utterly opposed to the liberal pro- 
gram favored by Bishop Manning of 
New York, and Dr. Ryan of Washington. 
He is of the opinion if their ideas were 
generally adopted, it would mean the 
destruction of the weekly rest day. He 
“is quite certain that if a large part of 
our population comes to believe that 
Sunday is just like any other day, the 
influence of the day itself will soon dis- 
appear.”” Dr. Wylie, who by the way is 
a Presbyterian, adds: “ The moment the 
sentiment prevails that Sunday is just 
like any other day, the golf links will be 
more crowded, excursion boats and trains 
will be run, theaters will be open, and 
there will be a general breaking down 
of the holy associations connected with 
the day.” 

Harry L. Bowlby’s Opinion 


Rev. Harry L. Bowlby, also a Pres- 
















byterian, and general secretary of the 
Lord’s Day Alliance, agrees very fully 
with Dr. Wylie, as might be expected, 
inasmuch as he has always been a cham- 
pion of rigid Sunday legislation, for the 
express purpose of preserving what he 
is pleased to style the “ Christian Sab- 
bath,” or perhaps more frequently the 
(Continued on page 59) 







































c. W. KIMBLE 


EW JER- 
SEY has 
one of the 


most ancient codes of Sunday 
blue laws in America. They 
are the relics and expansions 
of the old religious laws which were 
enacted under the Puritan régime of a 
union of church and state in 1693 and 
1704, nearly two centuries and a quarter 
ago. 

The present Sunday law allows “no 
traveling” on Sunday, “either upon 
land or water.” It prohibits all 
“worldly employment, or business, or- 
dinary or servile labor or work; ” it per- 
mits no “interludes or plays, dancing, 


Singing, fiddling, or other music for the 


sake of merriment” on Sunday. This 
would prohibit the playing of the organ 
or victrola or any musical instrument 
just for entertainment on Sunday. All 
“ * . . 
Playing, sports, pastimes, or diver- 


State Capitol Building, Trenton, N. J. 


By 
The Editor 





Shall Blue Laws Be Amended, 
or Repealed? 


sions ” are forbid- 


den under the 
Sunday law, also 
no one is allowed to “sell or 
expose for sale, any wares, 
merchandise, fruit, herbs, 
meat, fish, goods, or chattels, upon the 
first day of the week, commonly called 
Sunday.” 

Likewise no “ stage or stages shall be 
driven through any part of the State 
on the first day of the week, called Sun- 
day, except ” for purposes of “ mercy; ” 
and no railroad company in New Jersey 
is to run more than “one passenger 
train each way over their roads on Sun- 
day for the accommodation of the cit- 
izens of this State.” Thus people not 
of New Jersey are prohibited from 
riding even on these trains on Sunday. 
No one is even allowed to travel by foot, 
wagon, sled, or vehicle or automobile for 
pleasure on Sunday; only “ persons 
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going to or returning from any church 
or place of worship, within the distance 
of twenty miles,” are allowed to travel 
at all on the first day of the week. “ No 
transportation of freight, excepting 
milk, on any public highway, railroad, 
or canal, shall be done or allowed by 
any person or persons within this State, 
on the first day of the week, commonly 
called the Christian Sabbath.” Steam, 
electric, horse, or any other power, pro- 
pelling a train, locomotive, or car, is 
forbidden to run on Sunday except as 
previously stated for purposes of 
“mercy” and “going to or returning 
from any chureh or place of worship.” 
“ Fishing ” is prohibited in the Delaware 
River on the New Jersey side “from 
sunset on Saturday night until twelve 
o'clock on Sunday night.” 

“ Any person or persons who shall 
be found on the 
first day of the 
week, called Sun- 
day, . . . attending 
any public meet- 
ing or public ex- 
hibition, excepting 
for religious wor- 
ship or instruc- 
tion, . . . shall be 
punished by a fine 
not exceeding fif- 
teen dollars, or im- 
prisoned in the 
county jail for not 
more than fifteen 
days, in the discre- 
tion of the court.” 

“Sunday, for 
the purposes of 
this act, shall be 
regarded as_ the 
time between sun- 
rise and midnight 
of said day.” 

Who dare say that this is not a 
religious law with a vengeance? Time 
and again efforts have been made to 
have the legislature of New Jersey 
repeal, or at least modify, this ancient 
Sunday law, but so far every effort has 
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been frustrated by religious o 
tions that have besieged the legiglaty 
and threatened them with a boyeotts 
the polls if they disturbed this eh 
law. The Lord’s Day Alliance t 
Ministerial Associations are always on 
deck, issuing their interdicts against the 
legislators till they are afraid to call 
their souls and their personal come 
tions their own. 

However, Governor George §. 
has had the courage to reoonmaaall h 
the legislature amend this ancient and 
obsolete law. It is obsolete, because 
during the past tens of thousands of 
people have been indicted by the grand 
juries under this law, and so far mo 
trial jury has been found that would 
convict the violators of the law.. 

But a religious law that is obsolete 
under our system of government ought 
not to be amended, 
it ought to be re. 
pealed, the same 
as many other re- 
ligious laws havé 
been repealed that 
were once valid. 
The senators and 
representatives of 
New Jersey need 
have no more fears 
of their political 
future than did 
our forefathers 
when they sepa 
rated church and 
state, or the legis- 
lators of Califor- 
nia and Oregon 
when they re 
pealed the Sunday 
laws of those 
States, or the Con- 
gressmen who ev 
ery session refus 































to enact a Sunday law for the Dis 

trict of Columbia. A legislator who is tains 
afraid of the boycott of the churches T 
is not worthy of being called a states to sc 
man when he refuses to uphold the guar- of 


(Concluded on page 55) 















To Prohibit One From Working Is to Take From Him a Sacred Right 


An Attempt to Make Honest Toil 


ROM many points 
. come rumors of 

attempted religious 
legislation. First, the good 
women of the W. C. T. U. 
pass a resolution asking that 
aban be put on all Sunday work. This 
is put in the form of an appeal to em- 
ployees. We should like to know if they 
intend to stop there. 

Notices of the meetings convey the 
idea that the women are entering into a 
crusade to ban Sunday work with the 
same enthusiasm with which they en- 
tered into and carried on the campaign 
to secure the passage of the Eighteenth 
Amendment. One can but wonder if 
they are seeking an amendment to the 
national Constitution that will prohibit 
Sunday labor. There is a difference be- 
tween keeping a saloon and doing honest 


labor. The one is an evil and a menace 


to society ; the other is that which sus- 
tains a nation. 

To shut out-the saloon is a protection 
to society. To prohibit one from work- 
ing is to take from him a sacred right. 
If the object of the W. C. T. U. is simply 
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W. F. Martin 


to give to the workers one 

day’s rest in seven, why 

should Sunday be named? 
There can be but one answer - 
Because Sunday is considered 
by them a sacred day. That 
puts Sunday laws in the category of 
religious enactments. There is no ques- 
tion as to one’s right to rest on Sunday, 
whether from a sense of sacred duty or 
merely a desire for physical rest. 

If, however, one’s conscience does not 
prompt him to rest, he should not be 
compelled to do so. We are speaking 
now from a religious standpoint. From 
a civil point of view, why should any 
one be called on to rest when he is not 
weary? The resolution referred to above 
says nothing about an employer’s work- 
ing his men more than six consecutive 
days. It looks to prohibiting work on 
Sunday. If the purpose of the resolu- 
tion is carried out, the Seventh-day Ad- 
ventist employer could carry on his en- 
terprises for only five days in the week. 
Did the proponents of the plan think of 
this? If so, it looks very much as if 

(Concluded on page 55) 
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Jewish Tolerance Won Out 


on 


A Jew’s View 


of Jesus : 


VERY heated 
theological con- 
troversy broke 


out among the Jews 
over Rabbi Wise’s ser- 
mon on “A _ Jew’s 
View of Jesus.” Many 
of the more radical 
Jews were ready to crucify Rabbi Wise, 
figuratively speaking. They called him 
a heretic and a beguiler of the worst 
sort, because he said that Jesus was a 
real person, and not a myth, and that 
Jesus was the greatest of moral teachers, 
and that the world would be a better 
place to live in if His teachings were 
heeded by all. 
Rabbi Wise said he had been taught 
from his childhood 
to believe that 
Jesus was merely 
a mythical char- 
acter, but that his 
‘Own personal in- 
vestigation had led 
him to change his 
mind, as the his- 
torical facts and 
the teachings of 
Jesus could not be 
disposed of by 
simply declaring 
them to be myth- 
ical. It seems 
strange that Jesus 
should be called a 
myth by the Jews, 
when the Jewish 
historian Josephus 
treats Him as a 


of George Washington 
than the facts that 
cluster about the life 
of Jesus. The Jews 
will find that sooner 
or later they will haye 
to abandon the idea 
that the story of Jesus 
is a myth. Many of the Jews insist 
on making their own investigations rela. 
tive to Jewish traditions and the faets 
of history, touching the life and teaeh- 
ing of Jesus. 

We are glad to see that the majority 
of the great Jewish leaders decided not 
to accept the resignation of Rabbi Wise 
after the storm broke over his head, but 
manifested a spirit of tolerance and of 
confidence. The 
Jews would have 
done their own 
cause an irrepara- 
ble injury, and 
would have lost the 
respect of the pub- 
lic, if they had 
condemned Rabbi 
Wise for express- 
ing his personal 
convictions upon 
this subject. 

We rejoice to see 
the principle of re- 
ligious liberty ap- 
pealing so strongly 
to the Jewish 
heart. These peo- 
ple have suffered 
so much oppres- 
sion and religious 





historical person. Cv. ev..n. v. 

We are able to 
comprehend why the Jews refuse to ac- 
cept Jesus Christ as Deity, but to deny 
that Jesus existed and lived upon earth 
nineteen hundred years ago, is beyond 
our comprehension. It would be easier 
to deny the existence of Shakespeare or 
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Rabbi Stephen S. Wise 


persecution from 
externa)  sourees, 
that they ought to be the last people 
on earth to turn persecntors of oth- 
ers or of their own kin. The closer 
we follow the teachings of Jesus, the 
farther we shall be removed from play- 
ing the role of persecutors. 
































City Hall of New York City 


The Decalogue Causes a Heated 


Religious Argument in New York 


Times of January 26, the propo- 

sition to read the ten command- 
ments in the public schools of that city 
at least once a week produced a heated 
religious discussion at a public hearing 
before a commiittee of the board of edu- 
eation in New York City. 

The discussion became so heated that 
the meeting was thrown into great con- 
fusion. The speakers tried to shout each 
other down. One of the speakers, a pub- 
lie schoo) teacher, said that he had come 
to advocate the required reading of the 
ten commandments in the public schools, 
but the scene he had just witnessed had 


A CCORDING to the New York 


t caused him to change his mind. “If 


adults cannot control their feelings when 
discussing the ten commandments,” he 
said, “how can you expect children in 


the public schools to do so if the deca- 
logne is introduced there? I am opposed 


to the measure because | fear disturbing 


the peace of the land with religious 
prejudice.” 

Dr. Joseph Silverman, rabbi emeritus 
of Temple Emanu-E), one of the Jead- 
ing synagogues of the city, opposed the 
measure, and a storm centered about him 
when he undertook to read the ten com- 
mandments and interpret them. Dr. 
Silverman said: 

“T am not here to represent the Jews, but 
as a citizen. I am in sympathy with anything 
that would put an end to the crime waye, but 
you will not end it by teaching little children 
the ten commandments. They are not gunmen. 
What this city needs is a Theodore Roosevelt 
to head the police. The mailed fist is the only 
thing a gunman can understand. A few min- 
isters and Sunday school teachers are not going 
to end the erime wave. 

“TI am in. sympathy with the teaching of the 
Constitution and the laws of the country in the 
public schools. If you teach that, it will suffice. 
I love the ten commandments. I have taught 
them for fifty years, but I don’t believe in teach- 
ing them in the public schools. I have a good 
reason —a reason which will surprise you, I 
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know. If you knew, you would not want the 
‘on commandments taught in the public schools.” 


Dr. Silverman then began to read and 
interpret the ten commandments, ex- 
plaining his view that the Jewish idea 
of one God as expressed in the first com- 
mandment is in conflict with the Chris- 
tian idea which accepts Jesus Christ and 
the Holy Spirit also as divine. Dr. Sil- 
verman then asked if the children were 
to be taught the fourth commandment in 
the public schools, which day of the week 
they would be asked to observe as the 
Sabbath — Saturday or Sunday. This 
precipitated a storm. One minister 
shouted: “I protest! this is an insult 
to us.” ‘Another minister jumped up, 
and in an impassioned voice shouted, 
“T believe in one God—the Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghost. This is the abid- 
ing faith of my life, and nothing can 
shake it.” 

For the next few moments pandemo- 
nium reigned, and Dr. Silverman en- 
deavored to proceed with the reading 
and the interpreting of the decalogue, 
while a dozen were trying to cry him 
down, shouting, “Sit down! Sit down!! 
Sit down!!!” “ You’re out of order,” 
and various indignant comments pre- 
vented his going on. He protested that 
he had no intention of criticizing the 
Christian faith, but insisted that the ten 
commandments were so bound up with 
religion that they could not be taught 
in the public schools without teach- 
ing of religion. 

Miss McCormick read a letter from the 
Catholic Bishop of Brooklyn, warmly 
indorsing the reading of the ten com- 
mandments in the public schools. 

The opposition then took the floor. 
Mr. Griffin, principal of Public School 
114, Manhattan, said that in his school 
there were 4,000 children of many na- 
tionalities and religious faiths. He said: 

“T believe in the ten commandments, as does 
every Christian and Jew.” “As an educator 
and a father, I object to the teaching of the 
decalogue in the public schools.” “The repe- 
tition would become so boring [to the children] 
as to counteract whatever good effects might 
be expected to result.” 
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Joseph Lewis protested that the pro. 
posed measure was merely the entering 
wedge to bring religion into the schools, 
Said he: 


“The next thing we know they will be trying 
to teach public schoo] children the sermon op 
the mount, and then they will want a separate 


department to teach religion. The ten com- 
mandments have been read for 1,500 years, and 
they have not stopped crime yet. To introduce 
the reading of the decalogue into the schools 
would be to break up with religious controversy 
what is now the greatest institution for public 
welfare in the country, the public school.” 

A member of the National Security 
League opposed the reading of the ten 
commandments in the public schools, 
saying, “I believe all the commandments 
except the one which says, ‘ Thou shalt 
not kill.’ You’ve got to kill,” she pro- 
tested, “in self-defense.” Several Prot- 
estant ministers favored the measure, 
and argued vehemently for its adoption. 
However, Dr. A. Wakefield Slaten, pas- 
tor of the West Side Unitarian Chureh, 
opposed the measure, and asserted that 
there was a “religious intent and mo- 
tive” backing the movement, and if 
Hammurabi—an ancient Babylonian 
code — should be substituted in place of 
the ten commandments, there would be 
objection raised at once that “ they were 
not of divine origin.” 

If there is one lesson that history 
teaches and which this hearing empha- 
sizes, it is the solemn fact that the 
churches get into trouble every time they 
get together and seek to devise a scheme 
whereby religion may be propagated by 
law and through the public school sys- 
tem. No truer words were ever written 
than those of the United States Senate 
Committee when, in 1829, it reported 
adversely on the proposition to enact 
one of the ten commandments into civil 
law: 


“ Among all the religious persecutions with 
which almost every page of modern history is 
stained, no victim ever suffered but for the 
violation of what government denominated the 
law of God. To prevent a similar train of evils 
in this country, the Constitution has wisely 
withheld from our government the power of de 
fining the divine law. It is a right reserved to 
each citizen.” 
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Opposition to the Use of School Time 






for Religious Instruction 


CCORDING to the New York 
A Times of January 17, Supreme 
Court Justice Pierce H. Russell, 
in Troy, N. Y., signed an order on 
January 16 requiring Frank P. Graves, 
State Commissioner of Education, to 
show cause why he should not be com- 
pelled by writ of mandamus to stop the 
use of school time for religious instruc- 
tion of public school children in the 
State. The proposed writ would direct 
Commissioner Graves specifically to or- 
der John W. Lumbard, superintendent 
of schools in White Plains, to discontinue 
the practice of excusing children from 
classes forty-five minutes once a week to 
receive religious instruction in churches. 
A similar mandamus proceeding was 
brought last year against the Mount 
Vernon school board ; and after the hear- 
ing, Supreme Court Justice Albert H. F. 
Seeger, in White Plains, issued a perma- 
nent injunction restraining the Mount 
Vernon school board from continuing a 
similar practice of allowing school chil- 
dren to take forty-five minutes from 
school each week for religious instruc- 
tion. The supreme court justice de- 
elared the White Plains school regula- 
tion of teaching religion on school time 
“illegal and unconstitutional.” It was 
asserted that this practice curtailed the 
regular hours of secular education re- 
quired by law in the public schools, and 
that the plan of permitting religious in- 
struction to be given indirectly during 
the regular school hours, when it could 
not be given directly under the law, was 
“in violation of the constitutional guar- 
anty of the New York State and the 
United States Constitutions respecting 
religious liberty and the separation of 
church and state.” 
It was also charged that the White 


Plains school officers had misappropri- 


ated part of the time (for which the 
State pays them) to tabulate the results 
of church attendance and church credits 
for religious instruction to publie school 
children. This, it was held, was in vio- 
lation of that part of the State constitu- 
tion which prohibits the use of public 
funds for religious purposes. “ Religion 
or religious instruction,” it was held, 
“ean neither invade the premises nor 
the regular hours for secular education 
of the public schools without violating 
the education law of New York.” 

The plaintiff in the present case, 
Joseph Lewis, says: 

“We seek in these proceedings to determine 
whether the State of New York is a secular 
form of government or a combination of chureh 
and state; whether the constitution, as law, is 
supreme in this State, or whether ecclesiasticism 
is the constituted authority. This procedure is 
to settle the question whether the constitution 
guarantees religious liberty to all its citizens, 
or whether the religious forces have the liberty 
to do as they please; whether all citizens, be- 
lievers and unbelievers, are equal before the law, 
or whether the combination of Catholics, Prot- 
estants, and Jews is to prescribe our mode of 
conduct.” 


The real danger in teaching religion 
on school time and of granting credits 
for religious instruction in substitution 
for secular studies, lies in the ultimate 
consequences that are likely to flow from 
such an unusual invasion of the domain 
of religion, by placing its prerogatives 
under the supervision of our State insti- 
tutions. When once the door is opened 
into this field, the temptation is pre- 
sented of going too far, and precipitating 
or letting loose all the religious contro- 
versies which desolated the fairest na- 
tions of the past. The safest course to 
follow is to maintain the barriers that 
separate the church and the state, and 
let each function in its own field without 
a commingling of interests. 
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Compulsory Bible Reading Anti- 


Christian and Un-American 


on the subject of compulsory Bible 

reading in the State schools, are 
taken from a lecture delivered by Prof. 
Jesse B. Hearin before the county su- 
perintendents of the public schools of 
the State of Alabama: 


“The nobility of labor, the beauty of service, 
abhorrence of petty politics, adherence to prin 
ciples, love of constitutional liberties — these 
are among the things that count the most in 
life. 

“Now, I want to discuss with you a matter 
that I consider more important than many 
other public questions. 

“Tn raising this question I know I shall be 
misunderstood by the ignorant and maligned 
by the vicious, and good, sincere, honest men 
and women may differ with me, but if I am 
the good citizen I hope I am, I shall not hesitate 
to say what others should have said before now. 
I have been advised not to mention this sub- 
ject; however, those who advise against dis- 
cussing serious questions are usually more con- 


48 


T HE following interesting excerpts 


cerned with their own personal popularity than 
with the welfare of the country. I have no 
political ambitions, and can therefore afford to 
be interested in things of vital importance, can 
even afford to cling to the old constitutional 
fundamentals upon which American and reli- 
gious freedom were builded. 

“Of course you must know I am referring to the 
statute that requires, under penalty of law, that 
every teacher in the public schools of Alabama 
read the Bible every day; that after reading 
the Bible, a certificate be made at the end of 
each month, showing that there has been a daily 
reading; and that if there be failure to certify 
that there has been a daily reading, the teacher 
be deprived of pay for teaching; even that the 
superintendent of the county be required to go 
over the reports of every teacher in his county 
before certifying a pay roll for the teachers. 

“In the beginning I want to say that I am 
a member, in good standing, of an evangelical 
Protestant church — an old-fashioned, orthodox 
Presbyterian, who has learned the Shorter and 
Larger Catechisms, the Confession of Faith, 
Calvin’s Institutes, John Knox’s Sermons, and 
have read the Bible practically every day of 
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my life; that I not only teach and read the 
Bible in my home, but also teach the Bible, 
to the best of my ability, every Sunday morning 
toa class of splendid young men. Furthermore, 
I can sincerely repeat the Apostles’ Creed and 
believe the Bible to be the inspired Word 
of God. 

“TJ have a very poor opinion of the student, 
teacher, or superintendent who does not feél 
there is a place in the school for the Bible. 
No man can be well educated who does not 
know the Bible. No man can appreciate man’s 
relations to God who has not become familiar 
with the only written history of these revela- 
tions. 

“But the question I am seeking to raise is 
that our public schools, supported by the tax 
payers of every creed, are not religious insti- 
tutions. They are State institutions, purely and 
simply, and as such should be divorced from the 
church. No law should compel religious teach- 
ings to be forced upon people. The very foun- 
dation of our American government was laid 
upon religious freedom. This is what our 
fathers fought for above all things. In that 
fight were Protestants, Catholics, Jews, believ- 
ers, and unbelievers. They had been fighting 
for three hundred years before they came to 
America to establish the fact that the kingdom 
of heaven is in the hearts of men, and not 
something to be prescribed by ecclesiastics, 
priests, kings, or legislative bodies. They be- 
lieved then, as many of us believe now, that the 
home is sacred, and that the home is the place 
for early religious training, and that from the 
home the parents should send their children to 
the Sunday school and church of the parent’s 
choice. The wise men of our colonial days, and 
many of our wisest men of today, believe that 
religion is a gift of God, and not a threat of 
our civil lawmakers. 

“The act of the legislature commending the 
enforcing of the reading of the Bible in our 
public schools was approved Sept. 26, 1919, 
after the schools for the year 1919-20 had been 
opened, after the State department of educa- 
tin had mailed out the forms for all teachers 
to sign at the end of each month. I shall not 
ritieize those who enacted this law. It is too 
probable that they overlooked small matters 
like the Bill of Rights, the Declaration of In- 
dependence, and the Constitution of the United 
States. This is a busy age, and it is easy to 
overlook small matters. Besides, teachers have 
#0 little to do, their duties require so little of 
‘their time, and they are so handsomely, yes, 
extravagantly compensated for their services, 
that it may have been thought wise to discipline 
” making them perform a few additional 


“But how is a truly conscientious teacher to 
know how to observe the law? There are a 
steat number of translations of the Bible, and 
a8 many versions of the several trans- 
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lations. The preachers of today use first one 
and then another version. The Authorized 
Version, sponsored by our ‘ gracious sovereign, 
King James,’ was used altogether a few gen- 
erations ago. Some of the most orthodox min- 
isters prefer and use other versions now. The 
different versions have changed the text in many 
instances. New and maybe betfer words take 
the place of words familiar and sacred to our 
fathers. Which translation and which version 
does the law of Alabama require the teachers 
of Alabama to read? In my own simple home 
there are four translations and three or four 
versions of the Holy Bible. If I were a teacher, 
which version would I have to read to escape 
the Inquisition? 

“ A Simon-pure American must recognize and 
admit that among students and teachers of our 
publie schools there are Protestants, Catholics, 
Jews, Christian Scientists, and many others 
honest in their differences of beliefs. Under 
our Jaws, and certainly according to the foun- 
dation principles of Americanism, the people 
of all religious denominations, and those who 
do not subscribe to any religious teachings, have 
an equal right in the public schools. If they 
have this right, then they are entitled to expect 
their opinions will be respected, and they will 
not be proselyted by teachers employed by the 
State for civil and not religious purposes. 

“T do not eriticize the enforcement of this 
law nor those who have had to perform this 
duty. It is the law itself that I attack —a 
thoughtless, unnecessary, meddlesome, un-Amer- 
ican law, that will not further the cause of 
religion or advance the kingdom of heaven, but 
will only lessen the cause of education, make 
people feel they have fewer liberties, and de- 
prive us of constitutional rights heretofore 
enjoyed. 

“T suspect I am quite as earnestly interested 
in the teachings of the Bible as those who may 
criticize me for my opposition to a law that 
speaks of the days of religious intolerance, of 
times when men dared not differ with the inter- 
pretations of those in authority; but I am also 
interested in individual liberty and those prin- 
ciples of our government which guarantee to 
even the humblest man freedom of religious 
opinion. 

“T suspect that more than one of you recall 
those stirring words of Osear 8. Straus: ‘If 
we were to single out the man who from the 
beginning of our colonial state until the present 
time has most eminently contributed to foster- 
ing and securing religious freedom, has made 
this country of ours the haven of refuge from 
ecclesiastical tyranny and persecution, who has 
set an example more mighty than army or navy 
for freeing the consciences of men from civil 
interference, and has leavened the mass of in- 
tolerance wherever the name of America is 


known, I would mention first the Baptist, Roger 
Williams, who maintained the principle that the 
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civil powers have no right to meddle in matters 
of conscience, and who founded a State with 
that principle as its keystone. 

“*T would mention second the Presbyterian, 
Witherspoon, that great ruling elder and signer 
of the Declaration of Independence, who risked 
his life to break through the threatening crowds 
of English Tories and the barriers of the 


“ Established Church ” that he might join Wash- ° 


ington, the Episcopalian, in his great fight for 
individual liberty and the right of every man 
to worship God according to the dictates of his 
own conscience. 

“JT would mention third the Catholic, Lord 
Baltimore, the proprietor of Maryland, to whom 
belongs the credit of having established liberty 
in matters of worship which was second only 
to Rhode Island. 

““T would name fourth the Quaker, William 
Penn, whose golden motto was, “ We must yield 
the liberties we demand.” 

“¢ Fifth on the list is Thomas Jefferson, the 
son of a splendid Baptist mother, a great pa- 
triot, termed an “arch-infidel” by those who 
could not appreciate his love of religious free- 
dom and his yearning for a democracy that 
embraced the individual, who overthrew the 


Established Church in his own State, and the 
with prophetic statesmanship made it i 
sible for any church to establish itself unde 
our national Constitution or in any way abridge 
the rights of conscience.’ 

“Churches and religion have played a great 
part in the lives of the American people, but 
statutes have not dictated what men should be. 
lieve. That this is true, and that tolerance has 
been the guiding spirit of true Americanism, 
can be seen in the selection of our Presidents, 
Twenty-two of our Presidents have been mem. 
bers of churches small in numbers, while only 
five have been elected from the churches with 
great memberships. Only four Methodists, one 
Baptist, and no Catholics have been President, 
The spirit of America is not the spirit of in- 
tolerance, and it is the spirit of America that 
has chosen her leaders.” 


Would that all Christian men had 
equally clear vision upon this great ques- 
tion of the way in which Christians 
should honor the Scriptures, and en- 
deavor to influence others to love and 
read them. 


Religious Propagandists Seek Use 


‘of Public Schools 


PLEA for a better understand- 
A ing of the proper function of the 
public school educational system 

and the complete separation of church 
and state, and a criticism of those who 
would seek to have adopted in the public 
school studies of the Bible according to 
their own version of that book, were the 
striking features of an address by Hon. 
Ernest W. Butterfield, New Hampshire 
Commissioner of Education, delivered 
before the convention of the New Eng- 
Jand Association of School Superintend- 
ents, in Boston, Nov. 12, 1925. 

Speaking on the question of separa- 
tion of the church and the state, Com- 
missioner Butterfield said: 

“In a monarchy a state church is a menace. 
In a republic it is impossible. 

“Does America fully believe in the separation 
of the state and the church? Have you noted 
® Protestant bishop whe within two months hes 


publicly declared that the schools are godless 
because they cannot and should not teach the 
dogmas of his church? 

“Have you not within the year heard Cath 
olic laymen declaring that the schools of their 
faith should be supported by public taxation! 
On the other hand, have you not read of State- 
wide attempts made to get publie control of 
private. schools of religion? Have you not 
known of teachers and magistrates chosen and 
promoted, not on grounds of efficiency, but of 
church membership? Have you not seen Amer- 
ica convulsed, as it has not been before in our 
time, by attempts to set race against race, Te 
ligion against religion? 

“We need to relearn the lesson that in 4 
republic there ean be no union of state and 
church, and that the function of each is so dis, 
tinct that co-operation, so-called, is dangerous 
and consolidation is destruction. In spite of 
this, thousands of thoughtless but well-meaning 
people are saying today, ‘We must put the 
Bible back into the schools,’ meaning the Bible 
in their version and with their interpretation; 
saying, ‘We must teach religion in the sebodl, 
meaning the tenets of their division of faith, 
taught by teachers who accept these tenets. 
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It is very evident that many religious 
propagandists in America, in their zeal 
to advance their peculiar religious be- 
liefs and tenets, are losing sight of the 


great fundamental principles and ideals 


of American jurisprudence and the sepa- 
ration of church and state. 
schools are being made, by direct and 
indirect means and methods, the stamp- 
ing ground for all sorts of religious and 
antireligious teaching. It is high time 
that other faithful guardians were placed 


The public , 


at the threshold of our State educational 
institutions, and at the threshold of the 


.public exchequer, so that our public ed- 


ucational system may be kept free from 
religious bias by a refusal to allow the 
teaching of any religion in the public 
schools and the appropriation of any 
public funds for private and parochial 
schools. Special interests are contin- 
ually knocking at the door of legislative 
assemblies for special favors, but it 
should not be so among Christians. 


Washington Not a Profane Man 


name and character have been 

attacked from time to time by 
some of his enemies with sinister mo- 
tives; they have accused him of being 
dissipated, impetuous, and given to pro- 
fanity. 

A letter has recently been published 
which shows how groundless are these 
villifying charges against the character 
of Washington. This letter was writ- 
ten Feb. 28, 1832, by Park Holland, of 
Petersham, Mass., to his nephew, Major 
Jones Holland. Park Holland served in 
various capacities in Washington’s army, 
one of them being as paymaster. The 
body of the letter reads as follows: 

“In the spring of 1781, I think it was, our 
troops marched down to White Plains and 
formed an encampment, and while there, we 
were amused by an order that was said to come 
from General Heath. But as we all knew 
Washington’s abhorrence of the sin of pro- 
fanity, we knew well where it originated. 

“Our parade ground was cleared with much 
difieulty. The order was: ‘The first one who 
is heard to utter an oath shall dig up by the 
roots one of the pitch-pine stumps.’ 

“Not long after a soldier was seen sweating 


Gm WASHINGTON’S good 


and toiling away at one, exclaiming it was 


paying too dear; it should be the last stump 
he would dig. 

“Speaking of Washington’s dislike of profane 
habits reminds me of a scene at his own table, 
where we (twenty or more of the officers) were 
invited to dine with him. His habit was usually 
to take a single glass of wine after dinner and 
retire, leaving us to ourselves, as he at this 


time of care and anxiety rarely made any con- 
versation except on business. 

“ We had finished our dinner and Washington 
had taken his wine in his hand, when a young 
officer from New Hampshire, at the end of the 
table, who had been in the habit of using pro- 
fane language, being so much engaged, forgot 
where he was and swore an oath, when he heard 
a rap on the table by Washington, who set down 
his untasted wine, arose, and said: 

“Gentlemen, when I invited you here, it 
was my intention to have invited gentlemen 
only. I am sorry to add, I have been mistaken,’ 
and left the room. 

“Dead silence reigned for some time, which 
was broken by the officer himself calling us all 
to witness that the oath he had uttered should 
be his last, adding he would rather have been 
shot through the heart than have deserved the 
reproof from Washington. 

“Sueh was our love and reverence for this 
great and good man that the most profane left 
off the habit, and it was done away with among 
us before the close of the war.” 


That General Washington swore at 
General Lee for ordering a retreat when 
victory seemed certain, was also denied 
by the officers who accompanied Wash- 
ington on that occasion. Historians fre- 
quently record alleged scandals that have 
absolutely no foundation in fact. Un- 
fortunately, a lie will run ten times 
around the earth while truth is put- 
ting on her boots. Nevertheless, 
“Truth, crushed to earth, shall rise again: 

Th’ eternal years of God are hers; 


But Error, wounded, writhes in pain, 
And dies amid his worshipers.” 


— William Cullen Bryant. 
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Recreation for Working People 
on Sunday 

NE of the great outstanding 

needs for working people on 

Sundays,” said W. D. Hoffman, 

president of the Chamber of Commerce 



































of that city, “is more recreational fa- 
cilities for Atlanta workers on Sunday. 
Tremendous increases are being made in 
the number of workers employed in this 
city, and I think these people are en- 
titled to their share of sports and pleas- 
ures. Rich people are able to enjoy 
numerous pleasures denied the less 
wealthy,” declared Mr. Hoffman, “ and 
I feel that the time has come for con- 
certed action to the end that amusement 
in Atlanta be developed and carried 
out.” 

The speaker stated that steps had al- 
ready been taken for the giving of Sun- 
day afternoon concerts by the Atlanta 
Symphony Orchestra this year, but these 
are not general enough in scope to sup- 
ply the needs of recreation of the aver- 
age workman. Ie said: 

“The machinery of modern industry is be- 
coming more and more efficient, and workers 
are thus given more time for recreation. At- 
lanta should keep abreast of other cities in 


providing this recreation if she is to become 
the great city her citizens desire.” 


The Ministerial Association of Atlanta 
is strenuously opposed to Mr. Hoffman’s 
plan of furnishing music and recreation 
for the working people of Atlanta. They 
are holding to the old notion of the 
Puritans, that playing musical instru- 
ments on Sunday is a crime. But what 
business have the preachers to interfere 
with the city officials if they want to 
provide recreation and music for the 
working classes on Sunday? It is very 
evident that their motive is religious 
sentiment and zeal for chureh creeds. 
But church creeds should be enforced 
only upon those who have subscribed to 
them, and the only penalty should be 
church ‘discipline. 

The vigorous protest of the Atlanta 
preachers against what the city is doing, 
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of Atlanta, Ga., before the Rotary Club © 









or proposing to do, along the line of 
Sunday amusements, is only another in. 
stance of unwarranted clerical interfer. 
ence in the interests of a religious instj- 
tution. 

People who believe that Sunday is a 


‘holy day ought to honor it as such, but 


it is no part of the duty of city or State 
governments to compel people to live up 


to their religious professions. L, 
= Ss 
Where Should Religion Be 
Taught? 


department of the superintendence 

of the National Education Associa- 
tion, in this city, Sunday, February 21, 
Bishop James E. Freeman (Episcopal), 
is reported to have said: 


“Unless you can see the importance of the 
souls of your pupils, I care not for your science 
and your minds. We need in our schools some- 
thing more than ‘education.’ The primary 
business of life is the saving of souls.” 


|’: an address at the meeting of the 


Nobody who knows the real condition 
of things, and the drift of the rising gen- 
eration away from correct moral stand- 
ards, will question for a moment the 
great need of adequate moral and re- 
ligious instruction for the young, to be 
given them by some means; but it is just 
as true that any one who will consider 
the whole question soberly and dispas- 
sionately and intelligently, must come to 
the conclusion that this work cannot be 
done by the public schools. 


The public school system is an insti-. 


tution of the state. To teach religion, 
the state must first of all have a religion. 
What religion shall it be? Of course, 
the only possible answer in this country 
is, The Christian religion. But that does 
not end the perplexity, for then comes 
the further question, What particular 
brand or expression of Christianity shall 
be taught? Shall it be Protestantism or 
Roman Catholicism? If the Protestant 
religion, then what particular phase of 
Protestantism shall it be? 

If it be replied that what is contem- 
plated is only the teaching of those fun- 


























ing of religion either in the public 


damental principles of Christianity upon 
which all sects are agreed, still the ques- 
tion remains unanswered, for views dif- 
fer widely even upon such fundamental 
precepts as the ten commandments and 
the sermon on the mount. 
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In its last analysis of the question, we 
are thrown back upon the fundamental 
American principle, that the teaching of 
religion must be left to the home, to 
the church, and to private and church 
schools. B. 


Religious Legislation Attempted 
During 1925 


attempted religious legislation in 

Congress and our State legisla- 
tures during 1925, two Sunday observ- 
ance bills were introduced into Congress, 
and sixty-seven such bills were intro- 
duced into twenty-eight of the forty-two 
State legislatures which were in session. 

Some of the States repealed almost 
all of their Sunday laws, while others 
liberalized their Sunday statutes. Not 
a single bill that’ was introduced at the 
instance of the Lord’s Day Alliance or 
of the National Reform Association to 
strengthen existing Sunday laws, passed 
in any of the State legislatures. 

Both Sunday bills before Congress 
died in the committees to which they 
were referred. The Christian States- 
man gives our association the credit of 
defeating all the compulsory Sunday 
observance bills before Congress and the 
State legislatures, saying of us: “ They 
were out in force against the bills, as 
they always are whenever there is a 
hearing before any legislative committee 
on the Sabbath question.” 

It is true that we champion the cause 
of religious liberty whenever the funda- 
mental principles of man’s inalienable 
rights are challenged, but the failure of 
these compulsory Sunday observance 
bills must be credited to the good sense 
of our lawmakers and to their devotion 


A CCORDING to our check-up on 


‘to the ideals. of true Americanism. 


More than a score of religious educa- 


tional bills were introduced in as many 


State legislatures, aiming at the teach- 





schools or on public school time outside 
of the schools. The majority of these 
were defeated, but some were adopted. 
Some of these latter have already been 
declared unconstitutional and void by 
the supreme courts of the States con- 
cerned. 

The year 1926 promises to be very 
fruitful in the introduction of both Sun- 
day observance bills and religious edu- 
cational bills. Already a compulsory 
Sunday bill is pending before Congress, 
with the prospect of two more which the 
Lord’s Day Alliance and the Methodist 
Sabbath Crusade committee from the 
Southern States have threatened to 
have introduced in both Houses of Con- 
gress shortly. The State legislatures, 
likewise, had before them a number of 


‘these meddlesome bills during the first 


month of 1926. It seems that the time 
will never come when the lovers of re- 
ligious liberty can retire from the field 
and say, “ We have made our liberties 
forever secure in law.” Eternal vigi- 
lance now, as ever, is the price we must 
pay if we would remain free in the re- 
ligious realm. L. 
mp ;_ 6; 


Mississippi Bars Evolution 


THE Mississippi House of Representa- 
tives passed a bill by a vote of seventy- 
six to thirty-two to prevent the teaching, 
in State-supported schools, of “the 
theory that man descended from a lower 
order of animals.” It was confidently 
expected that the State senate would 
pass the same bill. 





Religious Education in the Public 
Schools Called a “Breach of Trust” 


HE Lutheran ministers of Lan- 

sing, Mich., filed the following 

protest with the board of educa- 
tion against the proposed course in re- 
ligious education for the public schools 
of Lansing: 

“To the Board of Education: 

“ Acting on petition of the Ministerial Asso- 
ciation, the Board of Education has granted the 
use of public schools for a proposed course in 
religious education. . . . The Ministerial Asso- 
ciation which sponsors, and the Board of Edu- 
cation which sanctions, religious education in 
the public schools, owe the people of Lansing 
full information concerning such action, as well 
as a comprehensive statement of their reasons 
for taking such action without the important 
step of consulting the taxpayers. The Board 
of Education represents the entire population 
of Lansing; the Ministerial Association does 
not, by far. The Ministerial Association has 
usurped the rights of people whom it does not 
represent; the Board of Education has violated 
these rights. 

“We declare and maintain that the teaching 
of religion subverts the purpose of the Ameri- 
can public school. The reason is readily stated: 
‘The American state is secular, and all its in- 
stitutions are secular, the public school included.’ 
The introduction of religious education in the 
public schools makes them sectarian. It gives 
them a character not intended for them, a char- 
acter which they dare not assume. The public 
schools are supported by Christians, Jews, Mo- 
hammedans, and adherents of other faiths, or 
of no faith. The introduction of the Bible, the 
Koran, or some other of the sacred writings, 
must of necessity prove offensive to one or the 
other group of taxpayers, distinguished by their 
faith. The various sacred writings are sec- 
tarian, while the American public school is 
purely secular: We must contend that the in- 
troduction of religious education in secular 
schools by the Board of Education is a breach 
of trust. 

“No doubt the objection will be raised: ‘ But 
this course is not granted;’ but this does not 
alter the facts. The fact is, the course is there, 
and that course is offensive to certain groups of 
people. If the Bible is used,— and we assume 
it is,— the course is offensive to all whose faith 
is not grounded in the Bible, or who have no 
faith at all. It is offensive to many Christian 
denominations who believe in the absolute sepa- 
ration of church and state, who hold that the 
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state is, and must be kept, secular in all its in- 
stitutions. The Bible is a sectarian book, and 
its use in the public schools changes their char- 
acter. Would the Board of Education pursue 
the same course of action if an association of 
Mohammedans, Chinese, and Persians petitioned 
for 2 course of religious education in the publie 
schools, using as a means of instruction their 
sacred writings? 

“The objection is then raised: ‘ But no defi- 
nite religious creed or faith is to be taught. 
The course is to be nondenominational.’ Why 
call it religious education then? Why use the 
Bible? Can a course in religious education be 
nondenominational? Who is going to teach it! 
Is this teacher going to interpret the Bible? 
If so, how? He is not going to interpret it! 
But how in the world, then, can a person teach 
a course in religious education without inter- 
pretation? 

“ Some one says, ‘ The Bible should be taught 
for its moral, historical, and literary value’ 
Who would presume to teach the literature, his- 
tory, and morality of the Bible without some 
interpretation? teach the first chapter in the 
Bible, the fall of Adam and Eve, the deluge, 
the history of Israel, the prophecies concerning 
a Messiah, the life, words, miracles, passion, 
and resurrection of Jesus Christ, the ten com- 
mandments, the Psalms, and the Epistles, teach 
them without interpretation? You cannot do it! 
And the mass of the people asks: ‘ Who is going 
to teach? What is he going to teach? Why is 
he going to teach?’ Yes, ‘ Why religious educs- 
tion in secular schools? Private funds will 
bear the expense.’ But public funds erect and 
maintain public institutions. We protest as 
vigorously against religious education in the 
public schools as we would against a course in 
Bolshevism. 

“¢But surely,’ we hear some one say, ‘re 
ligious education is imperative today.’ It cer- 
tainly is. The Lutheran Church has said that 
since the days of the Reformation. If the 
churches represented by the Ministerial Asso- 
ciation feel the necessity of religious education 
for their children, let them erect buildings and 
support teachers of their own, as we have ever 
done. Religious education is the sacred duty 
and the inalienable right of the parents and the 
church, not of the secular state. The entire 
activity of the state is limited to the life of its 
citizens in this present time. Its duty is to 
safeguard the people’s interests,— their indus- 
trial pursuits, their possessions, and their guar- 
anteed rights. Now, then, if the state has ne 
responsibility for, and no jurisdiction over, the 
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souls of its citizens, what qualifications and 
competence has it to teach them religion? 

“But the state is not teaching them; the 

employed by the Ministerial Association 
is” it will be said. But the course in religious 
education becomes a course offered by the public 
school, a course which it has no right to offer as 
a secular institution. And a secular board of 
education has sanctioned this course. By what 
right, may we ask? Laws prohibiting either 
sectarian religious instruction or religious tests 
in public schools are incorporated in the con- 
stitutions of forty-five States, including Michi- 
gan. The constitution of this State also pro- 
vides for the preservation of the strictly secular 
ideal of education. Will it become necessary for 
the Supreme Court once more to curb the at- 
tempt of public officials to abrogate the Con- 
stitution ? 

“In view of the facts submitted above, we 
do vigorously protest against the action of the 
Board of Education in sanctioning the course 
in religious education proposed by the Minis- 
terial Association for the public schools.” 


We are glad for the assistance the 
Lutheran ministers are rendering in this 
fight in behalf of the American ideals of 
civil government. When the American 
people separated from Europe, they pro- 
tested not only against European oppres- 
sion, but against the European ideals of 
government, which led to religious perse- 
eution and civil tyranny. 











An Attempt to Make Honest 
Toil a Crime 


(Concluded from page 43) 


there was a failure to grasp the full 
meaning of the golden rule. If it was 
not taken into consideration, we would 
advise them not to move so hastily next 
time. 

Those who keep the seventh-day Sab- 
bath are conscientious in so doing. They 
feel the obligation of the decalogue upon 
them, and respond to its claims. These 
people, though, do not ask for any favors 
from the state, nor for any state enforce- 
ment of their dogmas. All they ask for 
is a fair field, and they are willing to 
trust in the power of truth to establish 
the tenets of their faith. The cause of 
Teligion can never be advanced by ap- 


pealing to the civil power. 
verifies this. 

On the contrary, the teachings of the 
Master thrive better when left alone in 
their appeal to the soul. The citadel of 
the conscience is sacred. God has re- 
served it to the individual, and it is his 
own field of endeavor. Even God does 
not force the conscience. “ If any man 
hear My words, and believe not, I judge 
him not: for I came not to judge the 
world, but to save the world.” John 
12:47. What God Himself does not do 
in this line, He has not delegated to 
others. 


“We hold these truths to be self-evident, 
that all men are created equal; that they are 
endowed by their Creator with certain inalien- 
able rights; that among these are life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness.” 


All history 


| iy Le 
Shall Blue Laws Be Amended, 


or Repealed? 
(Concluded from page 42) 


anties of civil and religious liberty for 
the individual as set forth in our match- 
less Constitution. 

We need men in our Legislature who 
stand ready to sacrifice their political 
fortunes, if need be, to uphold our ideals 
of true Americanism ; otherwise, our lib- 
erties under the Constitution are not 
secure. May New Jersey have the cour- 
age to frame its own laws in harmony 
with the provisions of our Federal Con- 
stitution, which recognizes no religion, 
and puts its sanction upon no holy days, 
but leaves each individual free to follow 
the dictates of his own conscience in the 
domain of religion. 


The Ban Lifted From Sunday 
Shows 


For some time no theaters or movies 
were allowed to operate on Sunday in 
the large cities of New York State, but. 
recently the officials of Buffalo lifted 
the ban, and allowed the theaters to 
open on Sunday nights. 





The Appeal of the Methodist 


Sabbath 


Crusade 


By C. S. Longacre 


ONSIDERABLE publicity was 
given to the “ Appeal” of the 
Methodist Sabbath Crusade com- 

mittee, which was presented on January 
20 to the President of the United States, 
and also to the Senate Committee of the 
District of Columbia, and was later 
printed in full in the Congressional Rec- 
ord. Rev. Noah Cooper, who is the chair- 
man of the Methodist Sabbath Crusade 
committee, together with a committee of 
Methodist preachers, representing various 
Southern Methodist conferences, toured 
through some of the Northern States as 
“ erusaders ” campaigning for a national 
Sunday law, and finally arrived in 
Washington on schedule time, and made 
a personal appeal to the President, and 
also to the Senate District Committee, 
for a compulsory Sunday observance 
law for the District of Columbia and 
for the nation. 

The “ Appeal,” printed in the Con- 
gressional Record, January 21, begins: 

“To Our PRESIDENT AND ConGREss: Speak- 
ing, as we believe, the voice of God, and the 
sentiment of the various Southern Methodist 
conferences, which we come representing, we 
respectfully and prayerfully beg that a Sunday 
observance law be enacted for the District of 
Columbia, and that the Sabbath rest, the Sun- 
day cessation from labor, inherited from our 
forefathers, be restored to our interstate com- 
merce.” 


We did not know that there was any 
person today, aside from the Pope of 
Rome, who claims the divine preroga- 
tive that when he speaks ex cathedra 
his statements are “the voice of God.” 
But Mr. Cooper claims this prerogative 
for himself and his Sabbath Crusade 
committee. It is one thing to make such 
a claim, and it is another thing to fur- 
nish the necessary credentials. It was 
evident that the voice of Mr. Cooper 
was not recognized as “the voice of 
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God ” by the members of the Senate Dis. 
triet Committee, before whom he spoke. 
Senators heckled him all through his 
appeal, and queried the arguments he 
presented in favor of compulsory Sun- 
day observance under the penalties of 
the penal code. 

All the religious persecutions of the 
past have been carried on in the name 
of God and of religion, by religious 
people who believed that they were 
speaking and acting for God. Christ 
said, “‘ Yea, the time cometh, that whoso- 
ever killeth you will think that he doeth 
God service.” We are all willing to fol- 
low “the voice of God” when we know 
it to be such, but we hesitate when there 
is doubt as to the source, especially 
when that voice is interpreted by one 
who arbitrarily arrogates to himself in- 
fallibility for his religious views, and 
demands, in the name of God, that the 
highest lawmaking body in the land 
shall recognize his creed as the voice of 
the Divine Being, to be incorporated 
into civil law and enforced upon all men 
under civil penalties. 

This “ Appeal” ealls upon Congress 
to pass a national Sunday law to stop 
all travel, all interstate commerce, all 
secular business, and all legitimate sports 
and innocent recreation on the first day 
of the week. 

As a basis for such drastie religious 
legislation, the “ Appeal ” cites the facts 
that we put the words on our coins, “In 
God We Trust;” that public officials 
“take oath on the Bible;” that our 
country has been judicially recognized 
as “a Christian nation; ” that Sunday 
is given as “a rest day for our Presi- 
dent ” from the labor of signing bills; 
that “Congress and courts and legis- 
latures adjourn for Sunday; ” that our 
public schools and government schools 
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have Sunday as a rest day; that govern- 
ment employees “have Sunday off;”’ 
and that the Federal banks close on 
Sunday. 

But who ever heard of the President 
of the United States being fined or im- 
prisoned for working on Sunday ; or of 
Congress, our courts, or our banks being 
fined and their officials imprisoned for 
carrying their sessions over into Sunday 
or issuing warrants and doing business 
on Sunday? or who ever heard of pe- 
nalizing an office holder for refusing to 
take an oath on the Bible? or who ever 
heard of government employees being 
fned and imprisoned for working for 
the government on Sunday? yet this 
Sabbath Crusade committee asks Con- 
gress to pass a law to compel the citizens 
of the United States to observe Sunday, 
and if they refuse for any reason, except 
in eases of necessity and charity, to ob- 
srrve Sunday in harmony with the 


notions of this Crusade committee, they 
are to be penalized to the amount of 
$500 and “six months’ imprisonment, 


in the discretion of the court.” 


There is a world of difference between 
voluntary observance of Sunday and 
being compelled to observe it by the 
civil magistrate under civil penalty. 
One of the Senators told Mr. Cooper, 
when he appeared before the Senate 
District Committee, that it was true 
that Congress as a general rule did not 
hold sessions on Sunday, but there was 
no law to prevent them, and that he per- 
sonally put in fourteen hours nearly 
every Sunday at hard work in his office, 
besides spending two hours attending 
church services, and that he believed 
Sunday laws were wrong in principle, 
beeause they introduced an element of 
foree into religion. 

If a mere reference to religion in civil 
law, or the voluntary custom of public 
officials in carrying out their religious 
beliefs, is to establish a legal basis for 
compelling all citizens of the state to 
be religious by civil law, or to conform 
to religious customs as prescribed by 
law, then we protest, and say, Let us 


never again make even a casual refer- 
ence to God or religion in our civil laws, 
because the legal religionists will en- 
deavor to use even innocent allusions to 
religion and to God as a legal basis for 
legislation to persecute the dissenter. 

Our forefathers designed to guard 
against such a contingency when they 
refused to incorporate the name of God 
or make any allusion to the Christian 
religion in our matchless Constitution. 

The citations taken from the Meth- 
odist Sabbath Crusade “ Appeal,” and 
the use they are now making of innocent 
allusions to religion and to God, to in- 
duce Congress to legislate directly upon 
religion and compel the public to con- 
form to religious observances and obli- 
gations. under the authority of the civil 
magistrate by the imposition of fines 
and imprisonment upon dissenters, is 
the best evidence of the foresight and 
wisdom of our founding fathers, who 
clearly saw the dangers involved, and 
refused all reference to the Christian 
religion in our Federal Constitution. 
They sought to avoid the evil conse- 
quences of religious legislation by deny- 
ing the principle in law. 

There is no telling to what length re- 
ligious zealots would go if the barriers 
against religious legislation were re- 
moved. The hounds of religious intoler- 
ance are continually straining at the 
leashes to spring upon their prey; and 
our only safety is in strengthening the 
Constitutional leashes instead of weak- 
ening them. He who jeopardizes our 
heritage of Constitutional liberties for 
the ~purpose of placing chains on the 
limbs of dissenters, will awaken some 
day to find his own conscience chained 
in the fetters of a worse tyranny than 
he thought to inaugurate. Let us keep 
the church and state forever separate in 


America. 
i= l=] BS 


Ir is said that ours is a government 
of the majority, but that is true only 
in part. The majority can rule right- 
fully. only within the Constitution. To 
override the Constitution is tyranny. 











Memorial on Religious Liberty 


Presented to Congress 


of America presented to Congress 

the following Memorial on Reli- 
gious Liberty, in reply to the “ Appeal ” 
(printed in the Congressional Record of 
January 21) of the Methodist Sabbath 
Crusade committee, which appeared be- 
fore the President and also the Senate 
District committee, in behalf of com- 
pulsory Sunday observance legisiation : 


“We, the members of the Religious Liberty 
Association, citizens of every State in the Un- 
ion, with headquarters in the District of Colum- 
bia, having taken into serious consideration the 
proposal and appeal of the Methodist Sabbath 
Crusade committee, petitioning Congress to en- 
act a compulsory Sunday observance law to stop 
all ‘interstate commerce’ on Sunday, including 
‘railroads, express companies, telegraphs, ship- 
ping, newspapers, stores and factories,’ also ‘ to 
close secular business and sports on Sunday in 
Washington,’ wish to declare our reasons why 
Congress should not pass a compulsory Sunday 
observance law for the nation nor for the 
District of Columbia. 

“We hold, with James Madison, ‘that reli- 
gion, or the duty we owe our Creator, and the 
manner of discharging it, can be directed only 
by reason and conviction, and not by force or 
violence.’ We further hold with Roger Wil- 
liams, the one man who did more than any other 
to lay broad and deep the foundation principles 
of civil and religious liberty upon the American 
continent, ‘ that the civil magistrate has no right 
in justice to punish a breach of the first table 
of the law of God,’ comprising the first four of 
the ten commandments which prescribe man’s 
duty toward God and religion. ‘ The civil sword 
may make a nation of hypocrites and anti- 
Christians,’ said Williams, in the enforcement 
of religion by law, ‘ but not a single Christian.’ 
‘Foreing men to attend the worship of God is 
the greatest cause of the breaking of civil 
peace.’ ‘It is less hurtful to compel a man tu 
marry somebody whom he does not love than to 
follow a religion in which he does not believe.’ 

“We believe in the binding obligations of all 
of the ten commandments just as ardently as 
our Methodist brethren, and we are just as zeal- 
ous to induce ali men to observe the Sabbath of 
Jehovah; but we believe that both we and our 
Methodist brethren, so far as they are correctly 
represented by this committee, ought to appeal 
to the conscience through the pulpit, and not to 
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Te Religious Liberty Association 


the civil magistrate through the legislator. Re- 
ligious obligations should not be enforced by 
civil magistrates under the penal code. Sunday 
observance is a religious obligation which was 
originated by the church, and it has no other 
status than the authority of the church ritual, 
Every text which Noah Cooper quoted in his 
‘ Appeal,’ printed in the Congressional Record, 
was taken from the Old Testament, and referred 
to the Sabbath, and not to Sunday. But neither 
of these religious institutions, whose adherents 
are numbered by the millions in America, should 
be given a legal preference. All sects should 
stand on an equality before the civil law. 

“Tt is true that ‘Congress and courts and 
legislatures adjourn for Sunday,’ that our Pres- 
ident is not required to sign bills on Sunday, 
that ‘ our officials take oath on the Bible; ’ and 
that the United States banks close on Sunday; 
but it must be remembered that all this is done 
voluntarily, and that there is no law that com- 
pels them to rest or penalizes them if they 
should hold Congress, court, or legislative ses- 
sions on Sunday. In common law, Sunday is 
no day at all, it is dies non; but Mr. Cooper 
and his committee seek to make it a holy day 
by law, and they want the civil government to 
inflict civil penalties upon all who do not honor 
it as such. 

“Tt is also true that our government stamps 
on our coins ‘In God We Trust,’ and that Jus- 
tice Brewer, of the Supreme Court, uttered an 
obiter dictum that ‘this is a Christian nation,’ 
as Mr. Cooper asserts in his ‘ Appeal,’ but that 
is no justification for the penalizing of Amer- 
ican citizens if they do not trust in God and for 
their failure to be religious. The fact that 
these ‘ Christian lobbyists’ seek to take advan- 
tage of every reference made to religion in civil 
law to commit our government to the principle 
of religious legislation and to penalize dissent- 
ers, is the best argument that can be advanced 
in favor of a total separation of church and 
state in America. 

“The compulsory Sunday observance bill, 
H. R. 7179, sets Sunday aside for ‘ religious 
uses’ ‘for all who wish the opportunity pub- 
liely to worship God according to the dictates 
of their own conscience.’ It prohibits all ‘see- 
ular business’ and the opening of ‘any place 
of publie assembly at which an admission fee is 
directly or indirectly received,’ and it does not 
allow an individual to engage ‘in works of 
necessity ’ for an employer on seven days of the 
week if he so elects,— all of which proves the 
religious character of this bill. It makes n0 
provision for those who observe another day 
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than Sunday as holy time, and thus penalizes 
all religionists who are Sabbatarians, but not 
Sunday observers. Such legislation is mani- 
festly unjust, discriminatory, and un-American 
in principle. It virtually amounts to the legal 
establishment of a certain form of religion, and 
invokes penalties upon dissenters. 

“We also protest against the present bill 
H. R. 7822, which aims to close all barber shops 
in the District of Columbia, making it a crime 
to shave a man on Sunday. This is a piece of 
purely class legislation, discriminating against 
one class of workers only. It is intended as an 
entering wedge, to commit Congress to this kind 
of legislation so that more may follow. 

“The religious legalist is satisfied with a 
crumb if he later can secure the whole loaf. 
When once the floodgates of religious legislation 
are opened, a deluge is destined to follow. No 
one objects to the preachers’ preaching Sunday 
observance or Sabbath observance from their 
pulpits in thundering tones, and making as 
many converts as possible; but there are com- 
paratively few who are agreeable to the legal 
program of the political preachers who seek to 
make converts by the aid of civil law under pen- 
alty. Every Christian who serves his God by 
choice, resents religion by law. The churches 
may discipline their own members when they 
disregard the church creed and religious duties, 
but they have no right to discipline the non- 
church member for his lack of religion or for 
divergent views on religion; nor has the church 
a right to shift the duty of church discipline 
upon the civil magistrate. 

“Christ made no alliance with the civil gov- 
ernment, nor did He ask aid of the civil author- 
ities to advance His cause or enforce His doc- 
trines. He based His kingdom upon the great 
principle of love and voluntary service. Faith 
instead of force, choice instead of coercion, love 
instead of fear, was the basis upon which He 
proposed to advance His kingdom. He sought 
to write His precepts upon the hearts of men 
by the Spirit of the living God, instead of in- 
scribing them upon the statute books of the 
state by the pen of the legislator. He was an 
intercessor, and not an accuser; a Redeemer, 
and not a policeman; a Saviour of sinners, and 
not an executioner. Christ sought to make 
Christianity inspirational, and not legalistic; 
attractive, and not repulsive. God made the 
conscience free in the domain of religion, and 
He never intended that any organization of men 
should ever enslave it. The only power that He 
intended should ever dominate the human heart 
was the power of divine and human love. 

“Few men have faith in the political preacher 
who substitutes the club of the policeman for 
the cross of Calvary as an appeal for divine 
service. Few are willing to follow blindly a 
church creed that substitutes the force of law 
for the power of love. The most cherished gift 
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of all our temporal blessings is the precious 
boon of liberty of conscience. 

“This precious heritage which our fathers 
have handed down to us at the price of chains 
and slavery, we beseech our venerable and hon- 
ored legislators to preserve for us and our chil- 
dren. We assure you of our loyalty to the 
American ideals of civil government, and shall 
earnestly pray for our rulers and lawmakers, as 
we are in duty bound, that the Supreme Law- 
giver of the universe may help you to preserve 
inviolate our matchless Constitution, with its 
guaranties of civil and religious liberty for all 
men, that our religion and our government may 
prosper, each in its distinct field, and that all 
citizens may dwell together in peace and hap- 
piness under the prospering hand of God and 
man. 
“C. S. LONGACRE, 

“ General Secretary.” 








Various Opinions on Sunday 


Laws 


(Continued from page 40) 


“American Sabbath.” Dr. Bowlby 
would, if he could, close up on Sunday 
all golf links, tennis courts, baseball 
parks, and gasoline filling stations, etce., 
to the end that the people, being de- 
prived of amusements, might the more 
readily attend church services. 


Let Churches Discipline Their Own 
Members 


And is not this the great reason for 
the outery against commercialized sports 
and amusements? Do not the pastors 
and the churches demand Sunday laws 
because they want a monopoly of money- 
getting upon that day? It certainly 
looks that way. But by what principle 
of justice does the church call upon the 
civil authorities to enforce her disci- 
pline? If churches want to deal with 
their own members for going to shows 
and patronizing other amusements on 
Sunday, well and good; people who be- 
lieve that Sunday is the Sabbath, en- 
joined by all the sanctions of the fourth 
commandment, ought to keep it as such ; 
and if they do not, they ought to be vis- 
ited with such ecclesiastical penalties as 


.the church has the authority to enforce ; 
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but by what right, moral or civil, can the 
church ask the state to enforce her creed, 
or any part of it, upon anybody? We 
know of the existence of no such right in 
this country, though something of the 
kind exists in countries having a union 
of church and state. 
What Sunday Laws Could Do 

But God forbid that that evil principle 
shall ever become firmly established in 
free America. “ Let every man be fully 
persuaded in his own mind.” We believe 
in obeying the fourth commandment, and 
that this is the duty of every one. We 
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do not believe, however, that civil goy. 
ernment ought to undertake to enforee 
the observance of any form or institu. 
tion of religion. The church of Christ 
was never so spiritual nor so prosperous 
as when, in the early centuries, she, in- 
stead of receiving governmental patron- 
age, suffered severe persecution at the 
hands of the civil authorities. Sunday 
laws might increase in large measure the 
number of hypocrites in the church, but 
could not increase in any degree what- 
ever the number of true believers. 
Cc. P. B. 


A Sunday Law Spirit That Is 
Unbecoming 


By Sanford B. Horton 


N organization with a religious 
A label like “The Lord’s Day Alli- 

ance,” would by inference appear 
to be actuated by the life and princi- 
ples of the great Person whose title of 
“Lord” is used to designate its work. 
But as is the case with other organiza- 
tions, the Lord’s Day Alliance of Michi- 
gan does not run true to form or pro- 
fession if a certain incident occurring 
in Michigan serves as evidence. 

In March of last year the Lord’s Day 
Alliance of Michigan sponsored a Sun- 
day bill in the legislature of that State 
which was defeated following a public 
hearing conducted by the House and 
Senate Committees on Public Affairs in 
the Senate chamber where the bill orig- 
inated. Rev. Wayne Womer, secretary 
of the Lord’s Day Alliance of Michigan, 
appeared as leader of the proponents of 
the bill (Senate 99), and the writer con- 
ducted the opposition as secretary of the 
Michigan Religious Liberty Association. 

From that memorable night Mr. 


Womer has denounced in a most unbe- 
coming way, to say the least, all who 
opposed his efforts in behalf of enforced 


Sunday observance. The most recent 
item of publicity from the pen of Mr. 
Womer, which appeared in the Michigan 
Christian Advocate (Detroit) of Dee. 24, 
1925, purporting to be an advertisement 
of the achievements of the Lord’s Day 
Allianee, states that recent events have 
“brought light to bear upon the per- 
nicious, underhanded methods of the 
Seventh-day Adventists, who masquer- 
ade under the title of the Michigan Re- 
ligious Liberty Association, but who are 
believed to be backed and financed by 
the atheistic Jewish Amusement Group 
of the nation.” 

How unlike the spirit of the Lord in 
kind and degree! He said, “ If any man 
hear My words, and believe not, I judge 
[eondemn] him not.” But what else 
may be expected from politico-religious 
movements whose objective is the foreing 
of citizens to observe a religious institu- 
tion? It was ever thus. 

The Dark Ages of European history 
came about as a consequence of the 
chureh’s demanding of the state its 
sword to destroy dissenters. Our colo- 
nial days furnished evidences of intoler- 
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ance and malevolence in those blue law 
times. Men and women were despoiled 
of their rights and goods in those days 





i 

= by laws for the enforcement of Sunday 
on observance. In more recent years Chris- 
in tian men and women have been perse- 


cuted in several States of the Union for 
~ no other reason than that they refused 


the to observe Sunday as the Sabbath. 
lay Are we to have a continuance of the 
the blue law menace? Are we in America 


but to see history repeat itself by the throw- 
at- ing of men and women into jail on ac- 
count of religious legislation demanded 
by a sectarian group under a deceptive 
label which belies its real character? 
The Lord Jesus is the very antithesis of 
the Michigan Lord’s Day Alliance as 
now officered, in the light of the above 
unkind and untrue statements. 
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Courts Muddled on Sunday 

’ Dancing 
" HE Montana Supreme Court 
n T toma an old-time statute against 
4, dancing on Sunday, and declared 
nt dancing on that day illegal. A number 
.y of decisions exist in other States that 
7e declare such statutes unconstitutional. 
r- Apparently the courts are at sea and 
re much muddled over the question of Sun- 
. day observance being regulated by the 
e penal codes. There is no other subject 
- upon which the courts of our land are 
y more divided in their rulings and opin- 
p ions than upon the right and wrong of 

Sunday laws. You can find as many 
. decisions on this subject as there are 
" judges with different religious convic- 
‘ tions. There is no doubt that some 
, judges allow their personal religious 
; beliefs and convictions to color their 
decisions upon this question when it 
: comes before them. 

There are other judges, however, who 
will construe such laws in harmony with 
é' the spirit of the constitutional guaran- 
ties of civil and religious liberty, ir- 





respective of what their own personal 
views are upon the Sabbath question. 
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Such judges are rendering the cause of 
human freedom a great service. 

We do not dance on any day, and 
never go to dances, but that is no reason 
why we should ask the legislature to 
prohibit dancing. Unless we can con- 
vince a man by logical arguments that 
dancing is foolish, useless, and tiresome, 
and induce him to abandon it, we do not 
make him a better man, nor does one 
make himself more righteous by placing 
a legal shackle on another’s limbs so that 
he can dance no longer. From a civil 
standpoint, dancing is not more harm- 
ful on Sunday than on Monday. iivi- 
dently some churches believe it is not 
a sin to dance on Sunday, as the prac- 
tice has recently been introduced into 
‘some New York City and Washington 
churches. 

The civil courts are not the proper 
tribunals to decide such theological 
questions. Both the courts and the 
churches would be in fuller agreement 
with each other if each attended to its 
own business in its own distinct and sep- 
arate field. L. 
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No Sunday Blue Laws for 
Washington 


HE following editorial from the 

Washington Herald relative to a 

compulsory Sunday observance 
law for the District of Columbia, is quite 
expressive of the sentiment voiced by 
other Washington newspapers on this 
subject : 

“So Tennessee, famed for its anti-evolution 
law, intends to fasten upon Washington some 
of the legislative blessings it is now experienc- 
ing, and is sending here a delegation of clergy- 
men whose purpose it is to close up Washington 
on Sunday as tight as a brand-new rain bar’l. 
Senator McKellar and Representative Byrns of 
their State will introduce bills in Congress 
whereby the Tennessee idea will be imposed 
upon us, assuming that the bills become law. 

“Let no one think that this is an empty 
menace. There is strong support behind these 
men, unfair and ridiculous as their plan may 
be. Washington is no country village, and this 
is not the year 1620 a. p. But it is well for us 
to make that fact clear to our District Commit- 
tee, for if men like McKellar and Byrns can 
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be prevailed upon to introduce a bill which, the 
Herald believes, they cannot privately approve, 
it is equally possible that other legislators may 
be influenced in the same way by the intolerant 
attitude of their own Puritanical constituents. 

“The Herald is firmly and unequivocally op- 
posed to any blue laws for the District, and will 
combat any proposal to impose such laws here. 
Incidentally, it recommends to these legislators 
and clergy a careful consideration of what hap- 
pened in Perth Amboy recently.” 


The Ministerial Association of Perth 
Amboy recently used the New Jersey 
Sunday blue laws to close theaters and 
movies on Sunday. The public officials 
sought to enforce the entire Sunday law, 
and several thousand people were in- 
dicted by the grand juries, but the trial 
juries would not convict in a single case 
under the law, holding that such laws 
were religious, and obsolete. 
what the Herald refers to in the Perth 
Amboy incident. 

Both Senator McKellar and Repre- 
sentative Byrns refused to introduce 
Noah Cooper’s drastic Sunday observ- 
ance bill for the District. Not all South- 
erners are Puritanical in their religion. 








A New Sunday Bill for the 
District of Columbia 
(Continued frem page 37) 


upon some cardplayers, an Arkansas 
judge assured them that the day “ is set 
apart by the law of the land for other 
and better engagements.”— Stockden’s 
Case, 18 Ark., 186. 

Scores of similar decisions might be 
cited, all going to show that the founda- 
tion idea of Sunday laws is not physical 
rest, but religious observance; it is not 
the protection of labor, but of religion ; 
not the conservation of human brawn, 
but the preservation of first-day sacred- 
ness. 

Mr. Lankford’s bill professes to be de- 
signed to forbid on Sunday “ certain 
acts hereinafter specified which are se- 
rious interruptions of the repose and 
religious liberty of the community, in 
order to protect the right of every per- 
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son to one day of rest in every seven and 
in order to preserve the day free from 
unnecessary labor and business, for al] 
who wish the opportunity publicly tp 
worship God according to the dictates 
of their own conscience.” 

But how about the religious liberty of 
those who do not want to rest and wor. 
ship? Must A rest because B wishes to 
worship? 

How about the rights of conscience 
of those people who, living and doing 
business in the District of Columbia, 
rest regularly on the seventh day of 
the week, or Saturday? Must they 
also rest by abstaining from business 
on Sunday? We happen to know of a 
lone woman who operates a small pie and 
cake bakery in Washington, by means 
of which she earns her livelihood. She 
closes her place of business regularly 
with the setting of the sun on Friday 
evening, and it remains closed until the 
same hour on Saturday evening. She 
does not conduct a restaurant, but sells 
her product over the counter. Must she 
close her place of business also on Sun- 
day simply because others want to rest 
on that day, and do not want her to 
have the little trade that might come 
to her on that day because some other 
places are closed, forgetting that on the 
day before trade that would have been 
hers had gone to them? 

The whole question is complicated 
and tangled beyond reasonable solution 
whenever the civil government under- 
takes to regulate such matters. It is not 
true that A is compelled to work on 
Sunday because B works or trades; for 
B, who believes that Saturday is the 
Sabbath according to the fourth com- 
mandment, is not compelled to work on 
that day because A does. He simply 
puts up his tools, or locks up his shop, 
and goes to his place of worship, un- 
mindful of what it may cost him in dol- 
lars and cents. Then why should he be 
subjected to further hardship by being 
compelled by civil statute to rest upon 
another day because his neighbor rests 


upon it} 
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And then there is the matter of works 
of necessity and mercy; the bill forbids 
even the doing of such works on “ Sun- 
day, unless within the next six succeed- 


ing days during a period of twenty-four 


sonsecutive hours such employer shall 
neither require nor permit such em- 
ployee or employees to work in his or 
its employ.” 

How then, if this bill should become a 
law in the District of Columbia, could 
any one safely respond on Sunday to 
any emergency requiring works of ne- 
cessity? Such cases are usually emer- 
gencies, but how could one respond in 
such cases if he had first to arrange with 
his employer for a day off within the 
next six days? Clearly he could not, 
and just as clearly this very provision 
in the bill wouid tend to dry up the 
milk of human kindness in the heart of 
those who might otherwise be glad to 
help out in an emergency. 

Clearly, the bill is only a thinly dis- 
guised measure framed for the evident 
purpose of inducing our lawmakers to 
ignore that wise provision of our na- 
tional Constitution which provides that 
Congress shall make no law for an es- 
tablishment of religion, or prohibit the 
free exercise thereof. 


Blasphemy and Sedition 


Late in February and early in March 
of this year, a blasphemy and sedition 
charge was made in Massachusetts, 
against one Anthony Bimba, a Lithua- 
nian editor. 

The charge of blasphemy was brought 
under a law now more than two hun- 
dred years old, while the sedition charge 
al based upon a statute enacted in 

At Brockton, March 2, Judge C. Car- 
roll King of the Plymouth County Court 
found Bimba not guilty of blasphemy, 
but fined him $100 for sedition. The 
fine was made thus nominal, because it 
Seems that the seditious utterances were 
drawn out by what the court termed 
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“fighting questions” asked by persons 
who were seeking occasion against the 
speaker. 

It appears that the blasphemy con- 
sisted in Mr. Bimba’s declaration of dis- 
belief in God. And this man Bimba 
was guilty not only of thinking thus, but 
of the indiscretion of open expression of 
the thought of his mind, and that in a 
needlessly offensive manner; neverthe- 
less the judge held that what he said 
was merely the expression of an opinion 
to which he was entitled under the State 
constitution. 

We have no sympathy for either blas- 
phemy or sedition, but we do most se- 
riously question the right of any civil 
government to take cognizance of any- 
thing which is an offense only against 
the Divine Being, and that does not 
trench upon the equal rights of other 
people; and we are not at all sure that 
in this case the antisedition law is not 
being overworked. 

We have in this country, as we verily 
believe, the best government on earth; 
and one of the best things about it is 
its guaranty of religious liberty. We 
cannot understand why any man should 
seek to stir up dissatisfaction with our 
form of government. Of course no hu- 
man government is perfect, but we know 
of none that is better, nor as good as 
ours; and if only Socialists, Commun- 
ists, National Reformers, and others of 
like ilk would let well-enough alone, we 
would be devoutly thankful. 

So far as blasphemy is concerned, we 
doubt the wisdom of any attempt on the 
part of any civil government to define 
and punish it. 

What is blasphemy? That depends 
very largely upon the viewpoint. Ac- 
cording to Mark 3: 22, 29, 30, those who, 
when Christ was on earth, said that He 
east out devils through Beelzebub, the 
prince of devils, were guilty of bias- 
phemy. Servitus was burned at the 
stake for blasphemy because he denied 
the personality of the Holy Spirit. At 
one time to speak against the virgin 
Mary in Maryland was to be guilty of 
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blasphemy ; and that offence was charge served for them, so that the days will be 
against Mr. Bimba because he avowed theirs to enjoy freely and fully. 
disbelief in God. It was a needless. a want their Sundays pickied in a lot of 

foolish, and a wicked thing to do, hit legislative jars labeled, ‘ Thou shalt not,’” 

is an attempt to control such expressions The Lord’s Day Alliance is far more 
of opinion wise? “The fool hath said "Xious to protect a day than the rights 
in his heart, There is no God,” and many of the common people. The people do 
a man has said it with his lips; but is 20t want any padlocks clamped down 
such denial properly actionable in the ©? Sunday recreation, because that 
civil courts? Evidently the Massachu- ™eans that the padlocks are for them, 
setts judge presiding in the Bimba case ‘'° Prevent them from doing on Sunday 
did not think so, for he dismissed the what they want to do, but which the 












charge. Lord’s Day Alliance says, on its own 
authority, is forbidden. Religious pad- 
bie | | rm ; 
locks and instruments of torture are 
. first cousins, and A ieans : 
Atlanta Board Bars Evolution Rae wongieapebis: 


lieve in the Constitution, do not care for 
Tue Atlanta Board of Education, by an introduction to either one of these 
a vote of six to two, adopted a resolution cousins of the old-time Inquisition 
designed to prohibit the teaching of brotherhood. L. 

evolution in the publie schools. It was 


=z BS FS 
charged that the theory was being taught 
to children that man is the offspring of Court Overrules Sunday 
the brute creation. The Georgia Legis- 


Ordinance 


THE council of Oakland, Calif., has 
adopted an ordinance to bring about 
Sunday and evening closing of all retail 
grocery stores, under the guise of a sani- 
tary measure. The ordinance was ac- 
cepted by the council after a hard fight 
in opposition, but with the backing of 
a large number of grocers. The Oak- 
* Preserving ” Sunday for the land city attorney predicted that the 

People ordinance would not “hold water” if 

Unper the above caption the New it was tested out before the courts. 
York City Daily News of January 7 The Oakland court later declared the 
makes the following pertinent remarks ordinance unconstitutional, and so Oak- 
ai: ein sghineshal » land, as well as the entire State of Cali- 

" . fornia, is without a compulsory Sunday 

= The executive committee of the Lord’s Day hineihnenies & The Sundav law advo- 
Alliance has labored and brought forth another a ww e Sunday law adv 
bright idea. It is to introduce a bill into the cates have been repeatedly defeated in 
New York State Legislature which would make direct attempts to commit California to 


it possible to padlock places of business and religious legislation on this subject, and 
amusement which violate the Sunday laws. 


+e alliadie Wants: 06: “igubiuies. fee. the now they have met defeat in an attempt 
people the preservation of this day.’ For what [0 fasten such a law upon the people 


peoplet For the thousands who use Sunday to of Oakland under the guise of a sanitary 
seek places of entertainment and recreation? 


lature refused at its last session to pass 
a bill against the teaching of evolution 
in the public schools. The school boards 
in the South are dealing with this ques- 
tion direct, and not through their legis- 
latures. 


| 


measure. 
And will these thousands be grateful to any = Oh!hCUm 
small body of professional reformers that tries 
to padlock the community movie and the corner THE true duty of law makers “is to 
delicatessen on Sunday? 


tural 
“ What the people want is the removal of the de clare and enforce only oe ye oan 
ridiculous Sunday blue laws from the statute rights and duties, and to take non 
books. They want their Sundays really pre- them from us.’ 


They don't 
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or Lovers of Liberty iF 


By Rev. J. A. Wylie & 
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History of the Waldenses 
All through the Dark Ages from the ninth century on, the torch of 
liberty shone in the valleys of northern Italy, sometimes feebly, it is 
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true, but still burning; and preferring liberty of conscience to lift 
itself, the Waldenses fought ‘the battle against religious oppression, 
und fought it successfully. It is a thrilling story, a wonderful nar 
rative, that stirs the blood of the reader and impresses upon him more 
than ever the price that was paid to establish the freedom we enjoy 
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206 pages, cloth binding, with the original engravings. Price, $1.00. 
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The Hand That Intervenes By W. A. Spicer 


An invisible hand has intervened many times to save from distress and 
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death the humble workers for God. Experiences by sea and land, in 
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ancient times and in these days of great missionary activity, show this 
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divine interference, These stories are true, they are wonderful, and they 
clearly indicate that men are not left alone in the accomplishment of 
their work, but that there is constantly a guiding and protecting hand 
manifest in their behalf. In the early days, when men were not allowed 
to worship God according to the dictates of their own conseiences, this 
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divine intervention was wonderfully manifest. 
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334 pages, cloth binding, illustrated. Price, $1.50. Ka 


Religious Liberty in America a Sa ee : 
“God created the mind to be free. He has never conferred upon any te 
one the right to imprison it. Human enactments which circumscribe % 
conscience subject the soul to a thralldom more humiliating and more % 
ruinous than any the body has ever endured. Where conscience is fet- cy 
tered, there is no freedom worthy of the name.” % 
The author tells the story of the great fight that has always been i: 
waged in this country between liberty of conscience and religious % 
oppression. % 


148 pages, paper covers, illustrated. Price, only 35 cents. 
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Freedom, Civil and Religious 
The American conception of Liberty for Press, Pulpit, and Public, as 
guaranteed in the Federal Constitution. 
3eautiful three-color cover, 128 pages, well illustrated. Price, 25 cents. 
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Order all the above from your Book and Bible House or of the % 


REVIEW AND HERALD PUBLISHING ASSOCIATION + 
TAKOMA PARK, WASHINGTON, D. C. ca 
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For God and Country 


BY FEE C. ESTEB 


VATED, 


Ah, let me live for God and native land. 


Giver and keeper of sweet liberty; 
For both to Live. or die should love demand, 
Their triumph I would count my victory! 


USOT 


TI 


And still to serve thee well, O land of mine, 
I should the more bow to my God and thine: 
For seeking yet my soul's eternal good, 


I cannot fail the nation's brotherhood. 
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O real security to please my Lord, 

To be obedient to His Holy Word! 

For lo, all men should rest in this true light; 

At peace with Thee, they're with each other right! 


Author of liberty, O Thou Most High. 
And Thou, O Guardian, blest be the tie 


Which now on earth, by this joint service given, 


We. 


Doth bind our hearts to freedom and to heaven! 


NARA ON ONONORALROnONAnAnOnOnOnOnOuOUd 
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